7/17/71 


Br. Jsses Rhoads, Archivist 
Ei© Hatiaaal Archives 
Washington, B.U, 20408 

Bear br„ Rhoads, 

As perhaps has curated itself to you, t g the degree I can. A •»-•:-<- to leave a tidy 
record. Ksarsfore, I note that your latter of July 15, which reached ae today, irMlc saying 
it is ia (belated, as usual) response to mine of a rioath ago Is, ia reality, beisaso of jay 
letter to Judge CJesell, of which. 2 seat you & cosy. 

^ ren this letter, the picture should hsro been same by %ndsy, Shsrefore, not to 
presfj you, I will not appear to ses thesa before 'luesday. 

Although, your looter docs not say so* there are wto things about enclosure (2) 
that are mm r» 2a response to tay previous raciucst®, you never pewdded it, Jcaowir^ 1 intended 
litigation -ana had asked for overythiag. Qm. you now tall m why? Also, it was revised 

letter of Jans 16, IS**, or less than. three weeks ago* Would you please; tell m 
the ac.d for revising regulations titled "Regulations far Fteforaaeo Service on Warren Goa- 
Ejission It ms of Bvidoacc" when you inherited the Warren Gesidasioa files aore than six 
years ago*? I note the inclusion of language, "in order' to avoid any possible violation of 
the provis&flBs of the letter ageeijaeat between the Goners! Aervicas Adniaictratian and the 
legal representative of the Kennedy fasdly...” If there is any uncertainty, and sspocially 
ia vis* of dy corroepondsace with this reprossatatlve, of which ~ have supplied you with 
copies, have you ever scugat Mb opinion on this? His corrcspondcnca with s® does rot 
suggest any op oeitlon to providing sae isith copies, ©specially aitli consider® tio a of the 
controlling- phraa®, “to prevent undigpiified or sensational reproduction of the clothing". 

As you know, you provide mdi^ifiad and bloody pictures of this clothing reproduction, 
am the goveimcnt itself jjgg reproduced such undignified photographs. It 2 «uat be apparent 
to you- that this is not a frivolous inquiry. 

four concluding sentence, while perhaps not so intended, siay be Interpreted as evasive. 

I. lisits wha& yon have now provided to “the relevant icforcaticn regarding rogu Lotions ooa~ 
08aa3a 6 *«*»» fts^iseiea ssterials," fhls nay later lliait so to your interpretation. My 

request, if you did not understand it, was for any and all rules, regulations, iaterpretatlons 
or any other things, such as defiaxticsis of records, required by ise to properly ans fully 
pursue s^r interests ia obtaining ahat I legardat as public iofoEsatiQa, sxx>aial regula- 

tions "coaeomtog the ®axm ^amisdLaa aatesiala’ 1 my, eonceivably, not ho all applicable 
regulations. As yoa toa, I as sorely repeating a request years old and to sow asver fully 
responded too I hop© 2 asa wrong, but 2 believe that as of today all of this has not bets* 
provided ms, fherefors, 2 ask for anything else there aay be or the assurance that 2 *nn 
not in the future be confronted with such regulations or other rules you will hold to be 
controlling and have not provided. And, is it a safes assumptioa that the printea r^uiatioiis 
do slot contract, abbreviate or in any way c®sLt language not therein included? 

Sincerely, 


Evrold Weis berg 



